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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-2, 5-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Hollander (US 2005/0026798). 

For claims 1 , 5-7, Hollander teaches a method for cleaning a disposal (read as 
grinding machine, abstract) comprising the steps of placing cleaning composition in a 
form of tablet (read as apportioning a predetermined amount of cleaning material, 
abstract and paragraph [0015]) inside the disposal (inserting the cleaning material into 
the grinding machine, paragraph [0015]); turning on the disposal to particulate the 
friction component of the composition (read as grinding the cleaning material using the 
grinder, paragraph [0015]); and rinsing out the composition from the disposal (read as 
purging the ground cleaning material from the grinder, paragraph [0015]). Note that the 
tablet possesses a color. 

For claim 2, note that the composition comprises walnut shell (abstract). 
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For claim 8, note tliat the composition comprises wrapping (read as binding 
agent, paragraph [0027]). 

For claims 9-12, Hollander teaches a cleaner comprising walnut shell (abstract); 
and wrapping (read as binding material, paragraph [0027]) in a form of tablet. Note that 
the tablet possesses a color. 

3. Claims 1 , 5-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Wise 
(US 6,554,007). 

Wise teaches a method for cleaning a disposal comprising the steps of adding a 
cleansing and disinfecting amount of the composition in a form of tablet (read as 
apportioning a predetermined amount of a cleaning material, col.3, L.6-8 and col. 3, 
L.50) to the disposal (read as inserting the cleaning material into the grinding machine, 
col.3, L.6-8) while the grinding action of the garbage disposal is activated and a flow of 
water is provided, which inherently grinding the cleaning material and purging the 
ground cleaning material from the disposal. Note that the cleaning material possesses 
a color. 

4. Claims 9-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Gabby 
et al (US 4,328,217). 

Gabby et al teach a tablet comprising bran, which is preferred as wheat (col .2, 
L. 63-67), and binding agent (col.2, L.21-25). Note that the tablet possesses a color. 

5. Claims 15-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Kramer (US 5,462,427). 
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Kramer teaches a tablet press comprising a mold having a first portion having a 
first predetermined size; and a second portion complementary to the first determined 
size and shape (Fig.1 ); and a pressing machine (Fig.1 , #1 0) for pressing the first and 
second halves of the mold together at a predetermined force. 

Since all the structures are found in the prior art, it is fully capable of performing 
the functions as recited in claims 16-17 and 20. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

8. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
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not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

9. Claims 2 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Wise (US 6,554,007) in view of DeSenna et al (US 6,397,862). 

Wise teaches a method for cleaning a disposal cited above. 

For claim 2, Wise remains silent about the step of providing cleaning material 
comprises one of the following materials as listed in claim 2. 

However, DeSenna et al teach a method for cleaning disposal by providing a 
fiber (col. 4, L.47). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the method of Wise by adding a fiber as inspired by 
DeSenna et al to enhance the level of foam (DeSenna et al, col. 5, L. 32-34). 

For claim 8, Wise remains silent about the step of providing cleaning material 
comprises binding material. 

However, DeSenna et al teach a method for cleaning disposal by providing 
binding material (col.4, L.47). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the method of Wise by adding a binding material as 
inspired by DeSenna et al in order to bind the compositions to form a tablet as well 
known in the art. 
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10. Claims 9 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Takada et a! (US 2002/0183261). 

Takada et a! teach a tablet comprising egg shell (read as inorganic food safe 
coarse materials, paragraph [0014]). 

Takada et al remain silent about a binding material. However, examiner takes 
official notice that using a binding material to bind the compositions to form a tablet is 
well known in the art. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the tablet of Takada et al by adding a binding 
material in order to bind the compositions to form a tablet as it is well known in the art. 

Election/Restrictions 
Applicants' attention is drawn to the fact that this application contains at least the 
following inventions or groups of inventions which are not so linked as to form a single 
general inventive concept under PCT Rule 13.1. Group I, claim(s) 1-2, 5-13 and 14; and 
Group II, claim(s) 15-20. The restriction requirement is not made at this time, however it 
may be imposed later if the claims are amended to introduce additional limitations to 
each invention, which would require an additional search in each Group of claims. 
.Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to STEPHEN KO whose telephone number is (571)270- 
3726. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Thursday, 7:30am to 
5:30pm EST. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael Kornakov can be reached on 571-272-1303. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retheval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

SK 

/Michael Kornakov/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 1792 



